assist in the determination of legislative policy . .. ; this, historically, has been the outstanding practical use of comparative law. And sixth, to define the ideals or values that should guide legal progress." 5 The venture marked a long-overdue and important break with a long tradition of American exceptionalism, as was recognized by Justice Felix Frankfurter on the occasion of the publication of the Yntema Festschrift 6 in 1961, when he praised Yntema's "liberation from the thraldom of provincialism, with its narrow focus for gaining insight and its limited notions of relevance, [and] the application of reason to the complexities that transcend local interests and experience." The breadth of subject matter and the integration of scholarly and professional views that Hessel Yntema emphasized in his original concept mark the Journal's continuation under Professors B. J. George and Alfred F. Conard. This direction was enthusiastically embraced by their successor, our late colleague John G. Fleming, who led the Journal for over 15 years; it guides our Editorial Board and publication choices to this day. This combination of the theoretical and the empirical, and above all the inter-national and inter-professional character of our contributors and audiences, together are the critical factors that distinguish the Journal from the occasionally self-referential closed-circuit style that marks some domestic United States law reviews. Our readers flourish in too many circles to permit that kind of introversion.
At the same time, in keeping with important new intellectual trends, the Journal has recognized the need to participate in the increasing contextualization of legal studies within the social sciences, both in their law-and-economics and their wider critical and socialtheoretic aspects. Here, too, the nature of our interests, our contributors, and our audiences help the Journal reflect this shift in ways that provide a broader dimension to the often national focus of those trends. Of course there can be many views of this balance, depending on one's scholarly predilections and impressions of the academic 5. Yntema, "The American Journal of Comparative Law," 1 Am. J. Comp. L. 11, 22 (1952) . Hessel E. Yntema (Leyden 1961) ; see "Proceedings of the 1961 Annual Meeting of the American Foreign Law Association -Part Three," 10Am. J. Comp. L. 151, 171 (1961) .
XXth Century Comparative and Conflicts Law -Legal Essays in Honor of
7. "A Salutation," 10 Am. J. Comp. L. 1 (1961) . Consider also the conclusion of Roscoe Pound in his contribution to the Transactions of the then newly founded International Academy of Comparative Law: ". . . [NJo American judge or textwriter of today thinks of citing the civilians... at all unless by way of an incidental display of learning." Pound, "Comparative Law in the Formation of American Common Law," in I Actorum Academiae Universialis Iurisprudentiae Comparativae 183, 197 (Berlin 1928). [Vol. 50
Zeitgeist, but that is more a matter of detail than of policy. Presentism is an enduring if not endearing sin. 8 For approximately three decades the practical and professional concerns of the bar and the governmental sector occupied considerable space in the Journal: the reports on foreign and international legislative and judicial developments; the documentation of drafts of conventions; the proceedings of various associations. Since the 1980s, the arrival of specialized journals and in particular the arrival of computers, databases, and websites caused these functions to recede in importance until today they play only a minor part in the Journal.
A particularly pleasant experience in reflecting on these decades and these first 50 volumes of our Journal is the reaquaintance with the eminent scholars involved with it over this half-century. Pride of place should go to Professor Arthur von Mehren, only recently honored with a Festschrift, 9 whose review of the first decisions of the Federal Constitutional Court of the new Federal Republic of Germany appeared in the first issue of the first volume, 10 and whose many subsequent publications in the Journal's pages culminate, for now, in a review of the Hague Conference published in 2001.11 Another contributor to the first volume, Professor Eric Stein, remains active to this day, though writing principally in public international law; 12 so does his Michigan colleague, Dr. Vera Bolgir, the Executive Secretary of the Journal during its entire Michigan tenure. 1 3 The 8. The understandable Eurocentrism of the immediate postwar period was not as predominant as some may assume. In particular, the experiences of decolonization were well reflected in the many reports on African and Indian law; further, the more professional interest in Latin American law also resulted in a large number of publications about this region during that era. In any event, taken together, these presentations during the first half of this half-century are not trivial in number or quality, and this can only in part be explained by the printing of specific legal reports for professional information. Consider, just in the first decade, the works on Egyptian private law (e.g., 10:76) and public law (e.g., 1:256); on Islamic law (e.g., 9:187; 8:133); on Hindu jurisprudence (e.g., 8:29); on Malay law (7:248) -not to mention the dozens of papers on East Asian, and Socialist legal issues. Indeed, some became major building blocks within the legal system they assess; see, e.g., though appearing later, Damian & Hornick, "Indonesia's Formal Legal System: An Introduction," 20 Am. J. Comp. L. 492 (1971) , an analysis much used in Indonesia.
9. James A.R. Nafziger & Symeon C. Symeonides (eds.), Law and Justice in a Multistate World: Essays in Honor of Arthur T. von Mehren (2002) .
10. "Constitutionalism in Germany -The First Decisions of the New Constitutional Court," 1 Am. J. Comp. L. 70 (1952) .
11. "Drafting a Convention on International Jurisdiction and the Effects of Foreign Judgments Acceptable World-wide: Can the Hague Conference Project Succeed?," 49 Am. J. Comp. L. 191 (2001). 12. See Stein, "International Integration and Democracy: No Love at First Sight," 95 Am. J. Int'l L. 389-534 (2001) .
13. Though her own first publications had to wait for Volume 2: 'Why No Trusts in the Civil Law?," 2 Am. J. Comp. L. 204 (1953 Yet as late as 1966, by which time 11 countries already were publishing their national reports, there was no sign of American interest in this worthy competition. Finally, in 1970, commencing with the Tenth Congress of the International Academy of Comparative Law, the late John Hazard and our colleague Wenceslas Wagner took on the task of editing and arranging for the publication of the United States Reports to this quadrennial meeting.' 6 Then, with the Twelfth Congress of 1978, the Journal took over the publication of these reports. That Supplement is the only "national" element of the Journal and of the American Society of Comparative Law. It was and remains both a self-evident proposition and a source of strength and pride that our pages from the beginning have welcomed contributions by scholars and practitioners from all legal systems. That is the one essential attribute of the first half-century of this venture, which began in the aftermath of disaster and upheaval. It justifies one prediction as we move to Volume 51: We shall continue to be a pillar of the international community of academics and professionals, whose interests in comparative law and private international law require and support an open and universal society.
